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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . With regards to the amendment filed on February 23, 2006, all the requested changes to 
the claims have been entered. Claims 16-19 and 23-29 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed February 23, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant's argument(s), see pages 5-6 of the Remarks filed February 23, 2006, are 
flawed for the following reasons. 

First, Applicant's argument(s) specifically refer to the embodiment shown in Figures 5 
and 6 of Ott. See page 5 of the Remarks. This embodiment is not the same as the embodiment 
shown in Figure 4 that was mentioned in the Office action mailed January 26, 2006. See pages 
3-4 of the previous Office action. Therefore, most of Applicant's arguments concerning Ott do 
not appear relevant since they are directed to a different embodiment that was not relied upon by 
the Examiner in rejecting claims 16, 17, 23, and 24. 

With respect to the motivation to modify Ott to include the recited adhesive tape of the 
claims, the Examiner refers Applicant(s) to the motivation provided on page four of the previous 
Office action. As stated therein, it would have been obvious to use adhesive tape in Ott in order 
to provide "additional securement of the dust cap 20 to the connector 42." 

Thus, Applicant's arguments filed February 23, 2006 are not deemed persuasive. 
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Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 16, 17, 23, 24, 26, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 6,227,717 Bl to Ott et al. ("Ott") 

Regarding claims 16, 23, and 24, Ott discloses a fiber optic connector assembly (e.g., Fig. 
4) comprising: 

a fiber optic connector 42 mounted to an end of and terminating a fiber optic cable and a 
ferrule 40 holding an optical fiber from the cable, the ferrule including a end face; 

a plug/dust cap 20 configured to fit about and engage the ferrule 40 of the fiber optic 
connector, the dust cap 20 positioned about and engaging the ferrule to seal the end face from 
air-borne particles. Figure 4 of Ott is reproduced below. 

' wmmmmmmmmmmmmm. 


1 



Regarding claim 26, the shoulder 25 of Ott corresponds to the recited finger hold. 
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Thus, Ott only differs from claims 16, 23, 24, and 26 in that Ott does not teach an 
adhesive tape/cover for holding the dust cap 20 to the connector 42, a center portion of the 
adhesive tape releasably attached to the dust cap 20 and first and second end portions of the 
adhesive tape releasably attached to the fiber optic connector 42. 

However, adhesive tape is a common household item that can be purchased at many 
drugstores and hardware stores. As is known to the general layperson, adhesive tape is useful for 
releasably sticking things together (i.e., attaching a poster to a bedroom wall, for example). 

In view of the Ott invention, one of ordinary skill in the art would have wanted to use 
releasable adhesive tape in order to provide additional securement of the dusf cap 20 to the 
connector 42, i.e., by "sticking" them together. Wrapping the adhesive tape in the manner 
prescribed by claim 24 would be a simple and obvious method of better securing the dust cap 20 
to the connector 42 in Ott using adhesive tape. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to combine adhesive tape with Ott to obtain the invention specified by claims 
16,23, 24, and 26. 

Regarding claim 17, the previous remarks are incorporated herein. Ott does not expressly 
teach using thermoplastic elastomer but does disclose the use of a soft polymer or rubber for the 
dust cap (col. 4, lines 35-37). The use of a soft polymer or rubber would inherently allow the 
dust cap 20 to deform somewhat in order to receive the ferrule 40. Thermoplastic elastomer is a 
well-known conventional type or polymer/rubber. Thus, it would have been obvious to use a 
conventional type of soft polymer/rubber such as thermoplastic elastomer to make the dust cap 
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20 of Ott. Therefore, it would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the claimed invention to obtain the invention specified by claim 17. 

Regarding claim 28, the previous remarks are incorporated herein. Claim 28 does not 
recited any additional structure but merely discloses an effect of applying the adhesive tape to 
the plug (i.e., counteracting compressed air force between the end face of the ferrule and the 
plug). In the Examiner's opinion, applying adhesive tape to the plug/dust cap 20 of Ott in the 
manner described above with respect to claims 16 and 23 would inherently achieve the same 
effect recited by claim 28, especially since Applicant(s) do not disclose that any particular kind 
of tape is used to achieve this effect. Therefore, it would have been further obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to obtain the invention specified by 
claim 28. 

5. Claims 25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ott applied to claims 23 and 24 above, and further in view of Patent No. 4,557,505 to 
Schaefer et al. ("Schaefer"). 

Regarding claims 25 and 27, the previous remarks above concerning Ott are incorporated 
herein. The invention of claims 23 and 24 has been shown to be obvious in view of Ott. Ott 
further differs from claims 25 and 27 in that Ott does not disclose tape having an anti-tamper 
feature or tape having a tail to facilitate removal as recited by claims 25 and 27, respectively. 
Schaefer, on the other hand, discloses an adhesive tape 25/30 having an anti-tamper feature 
1 1/16 and a tail 3 1 to facilitate removal. See column 4, lines 7-28 of Schaefer. Fig. 5 of 
Schaefer is reproduced below. 
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One motivation for combining Schaefer with Ott is to provide an anti-tamper mechanism 
for Ott's dust cap 20. For example, if a small child were to gain access to the dust cap 20 of Ott, 
the child could pull off the dust cap from the ferrule 40 possibly exposing the ferrule end face to 
contaminants. By combining the anti-tamper adhesive tape 25/30 of Schaefer with Ott, such 
antics could be prevented. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the 
time of the claimed invention to obtain the invention specified by claims 25 and 27 in view of 
Ott combined with Schaefer. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 18, 19, and 29 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would* be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Regarding claims 18 and 19, the primary reason for allowance of the claims is the 

inclusion of a body defining an inner cavity with an opening for insertion of the ferrule within 
the cavity, the opening including a tapered entry and a ledge positioned between an inner end of 
the tapered entry and an inner wall of the cavity, the ledge defining an opening smaller than the 
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the ferrule and the cavity having a diameter generally the same diameter as the ferrule. 
Regarding claim 29, the primary reason for allowance of the claims is the inclusion of an inner 
ledge adjacent an insertion end of the plug, the inner ledge configured to deform to fit about and 
engage the ferrule. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication orearlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Omar Rojas whose telephone number is (571) 272-2357. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (12: 00PM-8 : 00PM) . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rod Bovernick, can be reached on (571) 272-2344. The official facsimile number 
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for regular and After Final communications is (571) 273-8300. The examiner's RightFAX 
number is (571) 273-2357. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Omar Rojas 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2874 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 


